
fIlODGMMS
1IIIUCtA---

.-0.~,AIID~""'"

fJlI[IlO'IA!C' ",nnw.MIO'_

I"OIIIJGIW IlllLATGNI

.1l:IMf IlCOICMC

tinittd ~tsttJ ~matt
WASHINGTON. DC ZOI10

WASHINGTON OF'IC£:
IIN._ a .....,aa _

IIITIIIIIIn' ""'"'Il..IN......IlNATl.~

MINNESOTA OFFICE:

Ilna IlCOIiIO A't'lNUlIIIOIIl'n4...........
Pte.""'''''
~It~

June 26, 199'7

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W~ Suite 814
Wa.shiI:l9t.em-·..D_C•..2.0554 .

Dear Chairman Hundt:

When Congress pasrmd the TeleC"Qrnmunicat1:.ons Act of 1996 last
year, I strongly supported this historic' "legislation, which
provides a new era of communications competitiQn -- characterized
by new service choices and the continued developmentot a.,wor,ld
class communications infrastructure. I am concerned, however,'"
that the FCC orders on universal service and access reform may
jeopardize affordable access to the telephone network in rural"
and0high-cost areas.

White the Commissit:ln adopted a plan for the customers' served by
small. rural telephone companies, it postponed work\:'on a federal
fund to support high-cost customers served by la~~r telephone
companies. This IS-month delay, coupled with imminent access
char;ge reductions, jeopardizes cor.tinued network investment,
aer~ice enhancements and affordable telephone rates in rural
America. In Minnesota, this is of particular concern to the
large.number of high-cost households in my state.

As network access fees paid by long distan~e carriers to local
telephone companies decline and competition for business
customers reduces the subsidies that support affordable telephone
service in high-cost areas, state public utility commissions will
come under increasing pressure to find"a way to bridge the
subsidy gap. Without an adequate federal universal service fund,
larger"companies serving rural customeJ::s will have the unenviable
task of either asking the state public utility commissions for
significant local rate increases or reducing investment in the
telephone network.

Decreased ne~work investment and increased telephone rates would
have a'; devastating effect on economic development opportunities
in rural Minnesota and elsewhere. For these reasons, I believe
the solu~ion is a combined national universal service fund that
:LS based on interstate and intrastate telecommunications
revenues, and that covers 100 percent of the subs1dy needed to
keep phone rates affordable for high-cost customers:

In your work on the Joint Board, I urge you and the other Join~

Board Member£ ..t.o....£;upport .. the creation of a .. combined ':federal fund



Senator

...... ,....

that fulfills Congress' mandate for affordable universal
telephone service in rural, high-cost areas.

sind~.a............_
R#a~S
United States
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The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St NW Rm 814
Washington. D.C 20036-3S05

Detlr Chairman Hundt:

As representatives of both urban and rural congressional districts in Minnesota, we are writing to
express our views on universal service and the need for a nacional commitment to sUMain
affordable access to telephone service in high-cOSl areas.

It IS our underl\tBnding that the fCC's recent universal service order concluded that 75% ofthe
burden for keeping rales affordable in rural areas should raU to the stales. In the face of declining
subsidiel' that have historicaUy supponed teh~:phoneservice for high-COst CU!ltomers. we feel thiS
burden may be too much to bear for many Mates - especially those with large rural area!ll The
ramifications of such is policy arc higher phone rates. reduced network invem:ment and a deepened
divide hetween information have~ and have nDts

We helieve un;versal support is a shared state/federal responsibility. As such. the Joint Board
should recommend that the CommiliSion set up a national high-cost fund that is baled on hllth
interstate and intrastate telecommunications revenues and that supports IOo-At ofthe lubsidy
required to keep rates affordable in rural. high-cost areas. Donars from the fund should go where
they're needed most. and a!1 companies serving high-cost customers should be eligible to receive
SUppOr1.

A strong. national telecommunications infrastructure benefItS everyone. Whether you live in New
York City or Fergu& Falls. Minnesota. each of us depends on clear telephone connections to
friends. family members and bUliness associates. In addition to affordable acceu for rural
clIstomers. is combined federal universal service fund will ensure the vitality of the public
telephone network as service providers will haye continued incentive to invest in thi. critical
bl\Ckbone.

We appreciate your work on the Universal Service Joint Board. and we urge you to tuppon a
natinnal high-co!t funq.
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Bruce F, Vento
Member of Congress

-)', t- 1"'7) ~)(I( i,.'; ."'., _ ' _.'X: .',,Y. , '··1 {;, ( u,t..,.·
Manin Olav Sabo
Member of Congress

w~~
Collin C. Peterson
Member of Congress

Bill Luther
Member of Congress

Sincerely.
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July 17,1997

O"'mlD Reed E. H1mdt
ChIirmaD. Fc:dcn1 Qmmmnieatioas ()mmJiaiau
1919 M Stre8t, NW, Sui1e114
Wubiqton, D.C. 20554

Dear Cbailmam HUDdt:

As you continue your iJ:uportat work to n:fauD our Dltiem', uai"eall1.mce I)'Item. \W

mae you to move quiddy in ftdflllini the plsofthe TeJac""'"umieaticm Jv:t of 1996 by .
establishiDa anatioaal bigb-cost fuDd thIt bclps all telepboDe customerI in Deed ofsupport.

It is our~ 1bI1 the Fcdc:ral Coa:ummiCldicms Commiaioa (FCC) addressed
the universalllJCrVice needs ofouly • fraction or1be 1dec;c)mnnmiCBtioDs iDdusay in its May
order. The FCC dir=tcd local pbaDc compmies to reduce their IazII cb8rpa to loq diltaDcc
carriers, while proted:iDs customers served by IZIII1L rural telepboDe compames ~. the
Commission postponed UDtil JIDUIr)' 1999, the establisbmc:m of. federal fUDd to support hip.
cost customers served by larger tdepboDe COIDpIZIics. In ArizDDa, for example, this ftmdiul PP
affects nearly 87 perccut of1be state', hiIb-cost boUJeholds.

As the access chqc subsidies that I1IppOIt today', dan:lable pboDc I1Itcs decline. many
telephone compamies and stBle public utility commissions will fiDel it iDcreaiDgly difficult to
sustain current residartieJ pboDe prices IIDd netwoIk iDvcstmeDt lewis without • hip-a»st
support mec:hauism in place. Coqress' goal ofaffordable IcceIS to adVIDCCd CQIIJIIJUDjeaticms
tc:chnology is jeopardized in the iJm:rim.

While the Commission', order calls for Itat.e commissioas to bear 75% ofthe UDivc:rsaJ
service: burdc:D on their OWII, you ackDowledlcd before the SeDate Commerce Committee: .,
also thiDk we have the lepl authority to have • mcrpd iDtra-iDtcrstBtc fuDd supeMsed by the
FCC...." However. a fedcnl UDivenalllC:rVice 6md that payI DIlly 25 ceatI OIl evay dollar of
hip-cost telephone &erVice will elevBte cum:nt telephone mlellIDd canstraiD DItwork iDvestmeDt
level.. psnicu1arly in rural states where the cost ofproviding service is biIh aDd the populiltion
densities lire low.

We uk that you Iddn:u this problem u quickly u pouible. UDiwnal service is.
shared statelfederal responsibility. ad the creation • fuDd such u • DlltioaalUllivasallel'Vicc
fund, based on int1'1lltBtC aud interstate telec:ommUDieatiODl revenues. would keep rIItes
affordable in high-eost III'eIIS-



'l"Jumk you for your __aD to 1hU 1DIUCr. We look f«'Wud 10 WIh:hina,ourPUpal
in the month. lhad

MATT SALMON
Member ofCoapaa

KOLBE
ber ofConpess
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September., 1997

"Federal-State Joint Bomi
Universal SeM= DMsion
Common Carrier Buteau
2100M St., Room 8601
Washington, DC 20544

Dear Joint Board Member:

REP.JOa SKEEN
REP. S1"Eft SCHIFf

AEP.1IILl1I!D1IOND

A5 representati~ ofa largely rural state, we an: ~ccmed with the initial
direction tlle Federal Communication., Commissicm (FCC) bas taken in reforming
th:; Univ~r~l Service Fund (USF). Univetsal Scrvi~ bas becm It. national priority
for O'<fef 60 years and we beliew the FCC', May 7, 1997, onh:r has the potential to
hsve a serious impact on our constituents' telephone tates.

The USF has enablc:d our eountty to'develop·. telepboDc·syJt'em which
pro"ides affol-dable !\ervi~e to all Americans-no matter where they choose to live
and work. In New Mexico. a stroIlg national USF has assisted all Df our telephone
seIVlce providers in overcoming vast distances· arid lower population densities in
order to provide affordable ~lephone service. Whi'e many stata have m adequate
~cphone infrastructure tu accotnmodatc increases in telecommunications demand.
N:w Mexico cOlltmues to rely heavily on the USF to nssist in funding new
infrastructure development and telephone 5C'J'Vices in runiI, iDsulm. and hilh-cost
areas.

In its Universal SeMce Order. the FCC put New McxiC8DS at risk ofhighcr
telephone mtes by placing 75 percent of the funding burden an the states. 1a 'N°cw
Mexico, this added burden could translate into a 13 percent surcbarge on aU
telecommunic-&ioDJ ,ervices. Clearly, this is a troubling thculht for our
~stituency. While we undmtand your interests in 8YOidingjurisdictiODll
conflicts. tbe oWlriding objective ofa uniftmn and consisteDt UDiversaJ SCf'Vi= fimd



We are I1so COllIeu_ witllhl FCC'. decisiaD to diserxatiDul providiq
univmsaI~ support to ceataUl telecxmammic:ltiofJS providcft. The PCC's
dec:ision tD utilize a _COIIIpI1IJ_wi!lN a_.ofcosts far leE ..me te1epboDe
subscribers as I m=1umism far dete:mu.dbI1llliwna1 sc:M= I8pPOrt could have
serious uagatiw rmificatians 10 rural Itates likeNew Naic:o. By .Uirina sudI •
!alp~ not cmIywiU the order dicantinur! UDivmaJ service support for
rmmyN~Mexico rural SUbscn"bm, but it could also preclude eauin prcvideri
from furDlt:( developing tdecaailill1mieations iIdiutracturc in th.eir rural high-eolt
sectora..

We urge the Joint Board to reconsider lic USF order and deYelop a natioDal
utrivcrsa1 scMce £and which draws from both interstate A iDtrastate
te1econununieations reveDD:S. While debating the TelcC'-mmnllDic:atiODI At;t of
1995, we believe it was clear that~Unikd Statu Coupas consi4ercd universal
service as n n&11ioual goal rcquirins a natiooal camn:litm=lt. We must haw a
universal service fund which supports 1DO percent ofthe subsidy necessary to
provltic affordable, quality telephone service to all ruraL ~cost areas.

We appm:iatc. your attentlcu on this :tllpona:m issue and look farwmd to your
support ofa national fund that piDtDtt5 nuaJ tr:1epbone servia: and fW51b Congress'
commitment to WJiversal service.

Sincerely,

~~.~~
Pe~ v. Don:enici

United Stutes Senator

Q(tt;;;.:-
G'i~keeu
Member of CODgress

~~~
Member ofCollIPU

~tfP;i?~~J__.
BiD bd1naDd

Member ofCcm2ruI



!lDittd ~tBttJ ~matt
WASl'aNG'TON. DC ZOllO

September 10. 1997

The Honorable Reecl Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1999 M. Str=L, NW
WISNnpon. DC 20554

Dear ChDinnan Hundt:

As ~lcscntltivesoflllarply rural SUltc,~ are writiq to express OUT conCCm$ rqardini
reCl:nt decisions of~ Federal Communications Commission (FCC). We stroI\J1y cneounJlc you
to keep the rollowin~ concerns in mind u you continue your important wark..

We are troubled tMl the FCC"l"Kmt Universal SetYice ord~. which concluded that 75%
of tht burden for keeping rates affordable in rural lias should fait to lhe SUlta. will
disproportionately creme~ for nnl phone CUSlDrDeZS. The benefits of;lft cfficiml aDd cost
etTective national telephone syctem Ire shared by aU URtS and should thus receive the support nr all
users. As you art aware. the transition to a compelitive model. one of the Vaal5 of lhe J996
Telecommunications Act. will result ill more agrasive competition in ttilhJy concenuated urban
marKets. While we look forward to this benefit oftelecommunicahoftS reform. we are committed
10 ensuril\i LtutllLlTou1abie phone suviu to Nral c:iti=nI. who arc orttm elderly end homebound..
IS not compromised. We do nat believe that it is fair for Iara~ly rural swes to hive to compensate
for the lou of sublioies wNch weft FOvie:wd in the put

Additionally t it is our undentandin& Ulat the FCC has Dot yet allowed l...p Ie1ephone
systems to participate in tne Uftiwmal ScYice system. AI you may know. a majority ofour st:lte's
rural customers arc JCnIcd by such. provider. We are coacomed Ibour the impact of the FCC's
decision to~c the access charps or the Ilfle 'telephone Hl"Yice provtc:sa. befnr. makini the:
Universal Servi" system widely avlZiJable. Under the present FCC ruliftl. aastomen in Utah could
bc:~ the entire burden ofaclM. charp reduotionl until tlw Universal Service FUftCi Ildd~1C'I thto IM.~

of theIC implicit subsidies.



The HoDOJ'lble Reed Hundt
September 10. 1997
Paac2

We look forward to your comments 011 tbae issues. T1wlk you Cor your 1SIisw1cc.

Sincerely.

· ,4..
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December 15. 1997

~ittd ~mtts ~rngtt
WASHINGTON. DC ZOS,~

1I&*l1llG. "4OUlUliG. &NO
U'JIlMN ~lIlS

'IW'IICIl'lM5NT "'"l)
'UIlC_U

~UJGfl'tQ:

~

'IDe HODOI&b1e William :Eo IC.amani
Fedcnl CommuDiCEioDS CommWiOD
1919 M Straet, N.W. Room 114
Washington, D.C. 2OSS4

1n!pr~=t a westeru~ 1bI% is~Jy hmi hit by1be Fedaal CommUDiczioDs CommiIsiOlJ's
May 7 order on tmivcnal 5CI'Yi=. CcmpuI SIiiBd aplicitly ill Sec:timl254 of th' T.~lIDic&tiOQJ
A~ that all Americ:am. regardless ofWbm tbey~ should have -=ess to affordable
tdecommunit;ations services. and that this &rhou1d be IICCODlpIilJDnl with a ddin.ed Ullivenal iervice
support mechanism.

Unfortunately. the CommiS-5ion's ~tbreatens~ tl:lccomnnmicari0a5 services in ruralmd
other high cost 1lUS. 1llnJ tcli:communicatiQDI customm camaot be~ to IISIUDIe the
overbearing fiDau~ial burdea ofQ insu.f5ciem lIDivcral MVi" fuDd. Moreover. 1believe it is
inappropriate to lay 75% ofttle burdeD afCDlUring II1fordable phone service on the states. By limiting
federal support to cmJy 25%. the FCC it p1ac:iaa • bardI:D OD ~plDieJ that provide savice to more than
o.ue slZte by mak.iDg theD1 rely on NCb oftbc swes scpwatdy to 'take action ttl provide fonctiD.g.

I believe the 750/'0/250/. split outlined in the C0IDIDis5ion's May 7 orda- fails to adequatel, implc:malt
Section 254, mQ will deay acclSS to affardable telecommUllieltioDs serviCI in Colorado. An adequate
universal service ftU1d should be large enough to main~affordable, high quality te!ec;ormnunic;.ations
service throughout the western aud mi~WIStem Ua.ited States.

Therefore. I requm that the Commission immediately~ew ill order on universal aavice and al:t to
est.'lblish & fully funded mltional UDivcna1 service fuDd whicla is available to all elilibll
telecorumWlicatiODS carriers. IDd that is supported on aD equitable iIlUi lloJldiigiramltory bam through
contributions by all iDtruta.te IDd~ te1cc;gmmunicaticm providm.

I understand the intense pl'CSS11R 1h" CmmI i"ion is UDOc to fuUy mel fairly implc:meut the various
previsions of the 1996 Te1ec;omm=iQtions Act. However. J urge the Commission to es1ablish.
mechauisID that ensures all teJec.:ommunic::ations providers c:DJltribute to tbelmive:rsal service support
fund 50 that ill Ameri~anJhaVe~ to GIordablc tclccommlDli~ons services.

Thank you for yOW' immcdim tOIlSidera!iDD.
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The Honorab~e ~eed Hun4t
Chairtnan
Pec1aral Camzmm1caeiona Commission
:1.91.9 M Sr., N.W.
Washington, ~.C. 20554

Oea.r Mr. Huncie:

A8 the Federal Communicat1cm11 CClIIDi••ion (PCC) implements the
requirements ot the Teleccmmun1ca~10D4Act or 199' (PL 104-1.04),
I urge ~he BeC to pay particular attention.to the requirement for
a Universal Service Fund and to make sure it 1. adequately
funded.

In enacting ~he Telecommunicacions Aet o~ liS', the Congress
intended that tal-phone .ervice mu.t be ma4e available at
reasonable pric•• to all cu.tamars -- 1ndlu41ng tho8e in rural
areas or other high- coat ••rvice areas. lui you know, Colorad.o
has a large number of such cuatomer.. Adequate func11ng of the
Universal Service Pur1d ia critical to ensure a decent level of
telephone service throughout Colorado.

We all have an ineera8C in univeraal celephone aervice. Tha~

service not only permits people in high-co.t areas co have ace.a.
to the celephone net, it alBc enables the re8t of the population
to have access to them.

Creacing a 'sufficient ~ver8al Service Pund ~o meet the na.4a ot
high-cost Colorado areas 1. crit1cAl. ~l ~.lecommunica~iQn8

provider. muat be requirec1 Co contribute ~o ebe Pund monies.
~y eligible service provider inc~rring high-coat exp.~ee muec
be allowed co draw on the Fund, assuring universally affordable
and. available .ervice.

Regulated carriers aho~d De given the same opportunities to
recover their cost of eunding un1ver8Al serviee as deregulated
long distance an4 virel••• earriers_ Therefore. I urge the pec
~o clearly de~ine a cosc recovery mechAniam ~ ita upcoming
order.



The Honorable ...~ HunQ~

Apr11 29. 1.991
Page 2

I appraciac. yo~r c~1derac1on of my requ••t, an4 I look torw~rd

to your re.pon.e.

DES: 1TlW8

Sincerely ycaura,

~~~



BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPBell
CQ.DfWlO

iinittd i'tatts i'matt
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0&05

March 10. 1997

Reed Hundt
Ch:linnan. Fed~r:ll Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington. DC 20036

Ikar Challlllan Ilun(h:

t\s Iht: Sellior Senator li'om Colnmdo, wanting tn maint:)in a strong h:lccommunications
III haS\l1Jl:lllr~ Ii lr IllV c()nstitu~nls--consUlm:rs.husinesses and telecommunications providers in
Ihe rmal Wesl and 1m Indi,lIl Icscrvalions-- I reLJuest that the FCr ensure a fully funded Universal
"\ervlce fund (( JSrl. and that the agency respect the intent uf Congrt:ss as you c.:ontinue to fully
lI11pk'/Ilenl Ih~ rC411ilt:lIlcnts lIrthe Tcb.:ommunic3tions Act of 1996.

In Ihatlegislatioll.l'ongn:ss supported the main thrust of the USF... to ensure afli.mhlble teit:phone
service ttll' all Americans. Geography. h:rrain and low population densities lkmonstrate th~ need
10 kl.:Cr tekpholll: sc,."il:c ;1f/illll,lbk Ij),. Colnr;u.Jn constituents. I SUppOJ1 an explicitly identified
usr to serve the interests or mv nlral constituents.

When Congress ac.loptec.lthe new Tdcl,;ollllllllnications policy. enc.ling thc historic systcm of
unpile.t :iubsidie.'\ ttl!' tdephone servic.:e. il was with the intent lhal suppOJ1 nct:dec.l for universal
selVlc.:e he made explicit. That fund, t:stahlish~d hy the FCC, must he fully funllt:d and available
thnl\ll;ho\lt ( ·olorado..

Creating a sutliL:ic:nt Unive:!'s;ll Se:rvic.:e Fund 10 meet the ne:ec..ls of high·cost Colorac..lo areas is
criticct\. All tdet:ommunicatinns pmvic..lers must ht: relluircd to contrihute to th~ Fund monies.
Any digibl~ sel\,icc:: pmvilJt:r incurring underlYlllg high-cost c::xpcnscs Illust he allowed to support
th~ rune.!. assuring universally allorc.Jablc:: and available: sen,jl,;t:.

R.:glllatt:d carric:rs shoull' he given the s.tme opportunities to recover their cnst of funding
univc!'s.tl service as lkregulatcd long distance anc.J wireless carriers. Therefore, I urge you and
your wlkaglles at the Commission to clearly dctine a cost recovery mechanism in your upcoming
order

The overall valul:: or tekphonc service will signi1icantly diminish if such support is not
ft1l1hwming. Aosent a well financed lJSF. the: price of telephone service in high-cost areas of
Colorado will incn:ase dramatically. This is ",,,n(fillY to my understandin).: of the intent of
Lonl,;n:ss ill its execution of the.: Tc.:\ewlllmunic;lIions Act.

112W I'£NNSVLVANIA S'nI~n'



Please take steps to ensure it well funded Univel"S31 SeIVice Fund. On behalf of my Colorado
constituents. I thank you for your attention to this imponnnt issue.

Ben N III 'se C:Ullpbdl
U. S. Sen:ltor



£nICe•• of tb' I1mull 6tate.
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NOYe(!Ibc10, 1007

To the Members ofthe Joint Board Oil Univarul Service
&cr pmtccttna tho 'ntsPU ofJlur&l coOlWDcra

Dear Joint Board Mambcr:

llcformins: our JWicm's Wlivcrsal service system ia a nmendoll8 cballcncc. IIlC1 one that
will have lilting impllc:atiODI for tIlephone canJUmcr5 in our sWte ofWuhiDaCon and ICI'OSS the
nation. In your wmk on the Joint Board. we arc wting in particular to cnc.ouraae you to protec:t
the interestl of rural conannen and to aeate a OItioaaJ high COlt fhnd that MInda suppon 4ol1ari
whtre they arc needed molt.

We believe that a 5UStIinab1e univ.-..llervice suppon medlanism is more impOl'Wlt u we
enter thiB era ofd.eclinina telephone sublidiea - throuah fedcnUy mandated access charac
reductioM aad new oompetWon W'Setins the 1I\C1t profitable IUtklJts and ICI'Yicca.

We umlC:1"IrtllDd that under me wrren1 formula (or universal aervi~ JUppan,~ percent of
the fUndins COmet fiom f.edfnl 1m1I'~ aDd 75 percent from the 1tIte. In the districts that we
represent, which include tome tarse mN1 areat. we are CODCC:I1\ecl about the impact rICthis
funding formula on low phone ratel5 and fiaturc network investment levell. It i.I our beliefthat
uni~1&1 tclcphonID aervice ja a national~ requirins moDPI' a.derI1 support. We urge
you to adopt a high cost fund that coven 100 percent ofthe subsidy above l predct.caDiDed
national benchmarlc and keeps all Washington cmtomm connected to the public uiephonc
network at rcasol\&ble rate.I. Only with a.~na1 ~d a.v.wwk tu 1111 bish COSt !«Vice providBr5
can cu!ltomm jll our 5t&te be 1UI1i1Ured ofafrordable access to this vital c:ommunicanonslink.

Thank you for your c;onsideration ofthis marta'. We hope you will join us in aupporting a
national solution for universal &eI'VioL\

Sia=-dy,

s:......r-rg' M.e.

7l~~
NOm DICKS, M.e.



~ongre£i5 of tlJe l1niteb g;tate£i
IIlaSbington, m€ 20515

November 7, 1997

The Honorable William Kennard
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
Suite 814
1919 M. Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Kennard,

We welcome you to your new post as Chairman of the Federal Communications
Commission and we look forward to working with you.

One issue we would like to bring to your attention concerns the fund for Universal
Service to high-cost areas. Under the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Universal Service is a
shared federal/state responsibility. We take the desire of states to help determine their role in
Universal Service very seriously. Congress designed a Federal-State Joint Board on Universal
Service to facilitate this involvement.

At the same time, Congress recognized an appropriate role for the Commission, which
includes ensuring that the Universal Service Fund provides access to quality services at just,
reasonable, and affordable rates for consumers in all regions of the nation. We are concerned,
however, and we ask that you seriously consider whether or not the proposed mechanism for
funding of Universal Service will disadvantage consumers in low population density states It is
our hope that consumers throughout the country will be treated in an equitable manner.

We urge you to look very closely at the structure of the high cost fund to ensure equitable
treatment to consumers of telecommunications services nationwide.

Sincerely,

Norm Dicks
U.S. Respresentative

Rick White
U.S. Representative

qfJJb.~~_
PattYMurr~
U.S. Senator

Slade Gorton
U. S. Senator



Je ifer Dunn
U.S. Representative

Kennard, p. 2

Adam Smith
U.S. Representative

d5!&!A-)~
U.S. Representative

-_J:L_....-.-~'-~_
Jack Metcalf
U.S. Representative

~--~~c1o;}
/'George Neutt •

U.S. Representative

-



€ongr~, of tbt llnittb 6tat5
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July 29. 1997

Dear Joint Board Member:

As representatives of a largely 1UI'8l state,~ are concerned about the future affordability
of telephone service in all areas ofIowa. We strongly encourBie you to keep rural customers 'in
mind as you continue your important work 011 the Universal Service Joint Board

In Iowa, where the cost ofproviding telephone service is relatively high and the
population is widely dispersed. UDiversa1 service support is esscmial in maintaining a robust
communications infrastructure and ensuring affordable access to the public telephone network.

The elimination ofhistoric telephone subsidies. combined with competition in only the
most profitable markets, puts upward pressure on current telephone rates. Unless an appropriate
universal support mechanism is established, we fear that many customers in Iowa could see
increased local phone prices and decreased investment in their telephone network.

We urge you to follow Section 254 oftl::e 1996 Telecommunications Act that creates a
national univ~ service fund high-eost fund that covers the subsidy appropriate to keep rates
affordable for all Iowa customers. regardless of current service provider.

Universal service is a national goal requiring a national commitment. We appreciate yoW'
service on the Joint Board, and we look forward to reviewing the results of your work on this
critical issue.

Sincerely,

Charles E. Grassley, U.S.S.

~~ .6...~Greg ke. M.e.

kI4l---
Tom Harkin, U.S.S.

it'-i.1J1.,., .
J A. Leach, M.C.
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~~..JlLeonard L. oswell, M.e.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Kelseau Powe, Jr., do hereby certify that on this 26th day of January, 1998,

I have caused a copy of the foregoing COMMENTS OF US WEST, INC. FOR

THE COMMISSION'S REPORT TO CONGRESS to be served, via hand

d(~livery, upon the persons listed on the attached service list.,-" '."

-------------
(CC9645s-COS/JT/ss)



William E. Kennard
Federal Communications Commission
Room 814
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
Room 844
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Susan P. Ness
Federal Communications Commission
Room 832
UH9 M Street, N.W.
\Vashington, DC 20554

Sheryl Todd
Federal Communications Commission
8th Floor
2100 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

(Including 3x5 inch diskette w/cover letter)

Melissa Waksman
Federal Communications Commission
Room 500
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Gloria Tristani
Federal Communications Commission
Room 826
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Harold Furchtgott-Roth
Federal Communications Commission
Room 802
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

A. Richard Metzger, Jr.
Federal Communications Commission
Room 500
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Lisa Gelb
Federal Communications Commission
Room 544
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

International Transcription
Services, Inc.

1231 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036


